A FEBRUARY DEBATE
Taxes, Proportional Representation, and even on Temperance,
were obnoxious to them.
Organizations were set up of bankers, financiers, and
industrialists, and meetings were being held in the City and
elsewhere with the object of forcing an economy programme
upon the Government.
Although the motion referred only to economy in social
services, the real issue was something deeper and more funda-
mental. The Labour Party believed that unemployment was
inevitable under the capitalist system. The increasing expendi-
ture had been caused by the jump in unemployment figures
from 1,303,000 to 2,230,000. The attitudes of capitalist and
Socialist to these millions were as the poles asunder. The
Socialist believed that the unemployed man was a victim to
economic conditions over which he had no control. He was
therefore an innocent sufferer to be helped, not a culprit to
be punished. The capitalist, while doing lip-service to this
guiltlessness of the unemployed man, could not bring himself
to see the logical implications of that view in his treatment of
the man, for whom the system had no use. The Conservative
continues to judge the unemployed man as in some way an
offender to be penalized, not as a martyr to be assisted and
commiserated. This judgment lies behind the treatment of
the unemployed by successive Tory Governments and explains
the cruelly inadequate scales of benefit paid to the unemployed
man, his wife, and his children.
The motion mentions in general terms the increase in
public expenditure, but it developed in the debate that-the
head and front of Labour's offending was that the Exchequer
charges for transitional benefit had greatly increased during
the year. This was inevitable having regard to the depression.
It was certainly no fault of the Labour Government and no
just reason for a vote of censure.
The one hope and desire of the Conservatives was to destroy
the Labour Government, and, much as they execrated and
despised the Liberals, their help was indispensable. It was
their constant endeavour, therefore, to frame their motions of
censure so that the most timid Liberal must support it. Such
a motion of censure was put down for 11 February 1931. It
. rise to a debate which was ixot only extraordinary in
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